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REMAR KS/ARGUMENTS 

Upon entry of the instant amendment, claims 1-3, 5, and 7-14 are pending. Claims 4, 6, 
and 15-21 nave been cancelled. The Applicant notes with appreciation the allowance of the 
subject matter in claims 9 and 10. These claims 9 and 10 have been converted to independent 
form to include all of the limitations of the base claim as well as any intervening claims. Also, 
minor errors were corrected in claim 9. In particular, claim 9 has been corrected to indicate that 
the trough has the c-sbape and not me light source. As such, claims 9 and 10 should be 
allowable. Claims 4 and 6 have been cancelled and claims 1-3, 7, 8, and 11-14 have been 
amended to more particularly point out the Applicant's invention. It is respectfully submitted 
that upon entry of the instant amendment and consideration of the remarks herein, the application 
is in condition for allowance. 

CI .AIM REJECTIONS - 3S UJS.C. 8 102 
Claims 1 and 3 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Horgan, et al, U.S. Patent No. 5,791,758. In order for there to be anticipation, each and every 
one of the elements must be disclosed in a single reference. It is respectfully submitted that 
claim I, as amended, discloses elements clearly not disclosed or suggested by the Horgan, et al. 
patent. For example, the claims now recite a poker table which defines a plurality of player 
stations and a dealer station. Claims 1 and 3 also recite a tight source that is configured to 
project tight upwardly relative to the playing surface. Neither of these elements is disclosed or 
suggested in the Horgan, et al. patent. For example, Horgan discloses a fiber optic light disposed 
against the rail of a pool table between the ball return sockets. As best illustrated in Fig. 2 of the 
Horgan, et al. patent, the fiber optic cable 3 is disposed at the playing surface and a vertical side 
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wall mat slopes inwardly toward the center of the table, thus forming an overhang Thus, it 
should be clear that since the fiber optic cables are disposed under the overhang that the light 
from such fiber optic cables would be unable to project light above the table. Accordingly, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw this rejection- 

Claims 1*8, 11 and 12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Shirley, Jr., U.S. Patent No. 3,653,640. In order for there to be anticipation, each and every 
one of the elements of the claims must be found in a single reference. It is respectfully submitted 
mat the claims recite subject matter clearly not disclosed or suggested by the Shirley, Jr. patent. 
As mentioned above, the claims at issue recite a poker table (as opposed to a pool table) as well 
as a light source configured to project light upwardly relative to the playing surface of the poker 
table. The Shirley, Jr. patent discloses a pool table which includes a transparent peripheral 
bumper for projecting light onto me playing surface. As best illustrated in Fig- 3 of the Shirley, 
Jr. patent, a fiber optic cable 50 is disposed behind the transparent bumper 46. A plurality of 
bulbs 48 are used as a light source for the fiber optic cable 50. Since the transparent bumper is 
vertically disposed, it would not be able to project light upwardly relative to the playing surface. 
For this reason and the above reasons, the Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and 
withdraw the rejections of these claims. 

Claim 1 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Vasalech, 
U.S. Patent No. 5,941,778- As mentioned above, in order for there to be anticipation, each and 
every one of the elements of die claims must be found in a single reference. It is respectfully 
submitted that the claims recite elements clearly not disclosed or suggested in the Vasalech 
patent. For example, the claims recite a poker table and light source for projecting light 
upwardly relative to the playing surface. The Vasalech patent relates to a billiard table with 
luminescent surfaces. Such luminescent surfaces are "glow in the dark" surfaces. It is 
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respectfully submitted that luminescent surfaces disclosed in the Vasalech parent do not meet the 
claim limitations with respect to a light source. For these reasons and the above reasons, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw this rejection. 

Claims I, 2, 7, and 13 have been rejected under 35 U.5.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Cbao, et aU U.S. Patent No. 3,926,439. In order for there to be anticipation, each and every 
one of the elements of the claims must be found in a single reference. It is respectfully submitted 
that the claims recite various elements not disclosed or suggested by the Cbao, et al. patent For 
example, the claims recite a poker table having a solid, horizontal surfece defining a solid 
playing surface. The claims also recite that the game table is a poker table. The Chao, et aL 
patent discloses an illuminated game table which relies on a transparent playing surface. In that 
sense, the Chao, et aL patent teaches away from the invention- For these reasons and all of the 
above reasons, the Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw these 
rejections. 

Claim 1 has been rejected under 35 U.S C § 102(e) as being anticipated by Murrey, et 
•L, U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2004/0067796 Al. In order for there to be 
anticipation under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e), each and every one of the elements of the claims must be 
fotwd in a single reference. It is respectfully submitted that the claims recite subject matter 
clearly not disclosed or suggested by the Murrey, et al. reference. For example, the claims recite 
a light source configured to project light upwardly relative to the playing surfece. The Murrey, 
et al. reference teaches away from such configuration. Indeed, as clearly shown in Fig. I of the 
Murrey, et al. reference, the light is used to project onto the floor. Accordingly, for this reason 
and the above reasons, the Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw this 
rejection. 
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C^AIM REJECTIONS - 35 U.S.C. $ 103 
Claim 8 has been rejected as being unpatentable over the Cbao, et at- patent in view of 
Orenstein, U.S. Patent No. 5,451,054. As discussed above, |he Cbao, et al. patent teaches away 
fiom the invention recited in the claims at issue. In particular, the Chao, et al. patent teaches the 
use of a transparent playing surface with a light disposed therepeneath- The invention recited in 
the claims at issue disclose a solid playing surface. As mentioned above, the Chao et al. patent 
teaches away from the invention recited in the claims at issue. The Orenstein patent, likewise, 
discloses a poker table, but does not disclose an integral light source at all. For these reasons and 
all of the above reasons, the Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw this 
rejection. 


Respectfully submitted, 

KATTEN MUCHIN ZAVIS ROSENMAN 



4^ 


i S. Paniaguas 

m No. 31,051 
"Attorney for Applieant(s) 


Katten Muchin Zavis Rosenman 
525 W. Monroe Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60661-3693 
(312) 902-5200 
(312)902-1061 
Customer No.: 27160 


Page 7 of 7 

DocttOflUl ( 3204<XKK»Ot) 5O27089O.1 .0V12«QQ$/TBwr \ 1 S» 

PAGE 1 0/1 3 * RCVD AT 471 2/2005 2:56:26 PM [Eastern Daylight rime] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/3 * DNIS:8729306 * CSID:3129021061 * DURATION (mm^s):04-l4 


04-12-05 01:03pm Frora-KMZ 


3129021061 


T-156 P. 11/13 F-724 


PTO/SBfQS (1 WX» 
Appro** for us« mmugh 7/31/2008. CMS 0551-0032 
u-S. Po?n; ong Trwiam Offtw: u.S DEPARTMENT OF COpO^RC^ 

P&YEWY F©5 BETERM1WATI0W M " mhQr 

Substrtuio for Form FTQ37S 


APPLICATION AS RUED - PART I 

tConmM) (CoLtmn?) 


SMAU. ENTITY 


mmmm 


OR 


SWAU- ENTITY 


FOB 


SAStC FEE 


SEARCH FES 
C37 Cf ft HBfrKd. or Cm»_ 


EXAMiWATtOW FEE 

py cfr new. <p> g a» 


total Claims 
(37 cfr neon 


INDEPENDENT CLAIMS 
<37CFRnftrcj 


APPuCATiOfH Si2E 

fee 

P7CFR1 16W) 


mwPEft FlLSP 


N*A 


NUM3ER EXTHA 


21 


ifmsspselfleas&ariarai ora^Jnas e**»<n00 
srtsets of paper, eppttcaocn s*zq fescue 
a $250 ^125 ftarsmeJtentrty) for each 
aaqrtions) 50 streets or taatan mereof. See 
35 U.S.C. 4l»ttixe) «nd 37 CFR l.lBfrl 


WUuTiPtf DEPEKDEm CLAIM pftgS£KT(57CHniBfrj 


wwfldfwnoa m ccJtcjnn i » idea ?rwn scm w«ef V m cttfumnfc 
APPHCATIOW AS AMENDED - PART II 


(pofmnn^) (Column 3) 


UJ 



REMAINING 
AFTER 

AK£wOft/£wT 


mC?lEST 
NUMBER 
PREVIOUSLY 
PAID FOR 

PRESENT 
EXTRA 




• O 




W&rtuS 

- 0 

■o 


AppncanonSiaafe3(37CFRVlS&)) 


FIRST PRESENTATION Of pCWVTtPJ-E PEP&*OEwT CXaIM pffCFRlietfJ) 


3 






(Column 2) 

{Column 3) 

CO 


CLAIMS 
REMAINING 

AFT£* ! 
AMSWDfc^NT 


mCnEST 
number 

PREVIOUSLY 
PAlDFOft 

PRESENT 
EXTRA 

Ui 
3 

Topi 


Minus 

'-"fl 


a 

(37 CR 1 >W»W 

• 3 


~ 0 

•o 

UJ 

Appcmon Sao to (37 CFR 1 16(sH 




• « pv0 entry m oolumn 1 © less men ma onirv w cctonn 2. «rtw "0" in commn 3. 
"rtmo -w^now Num^Prov^ay P*a For in THE SPACE *K*so*n20. Wirt 


■ 

Rate rs^ 




rate ($) 

FEE f Si 




N/A 


f«A 





n/a 



MtfA 


s - 


OR 

ft ■ 



6 









j 

[1 w* 





TOTAL 

L? 


TOTAL 



ENTlTV 

OR 

OTHER THAN 
SMALL ENTITY 

re jm..,*~>^uw*\ 

I DnTB tfltl 

D rV*l B (?) 

AOOf- 
TJONAL 
FEE ($) 


RATEft) 

APPh 
TfONAL 


(J 

OR 

X = 




OR 

it 5» 







M/A 


OR 

WA 


TOTAL 
ADOT-FEE 


| OR 

Sot*' ' 

APPL FEE 

r 






rate (?) 

AOCH- 

TjOnal 


Rate ($> 

AODt- 
TtOftAL 

■ 0 - 


OR 

X ° 


x O- 


OR 








N/A 


08 

N/A 


TOTAL 
AWL FEE 

o 

OR 

TOTAL 
APPX FEE 



M ^.^^ t.Hw.Mw^, ,v _ , .... , ,„._. _ . _ v ... . , tflucn 0 £d (anq oy me 

u SP^ topre<^) M ao a^c^wivSn^ww swy is governed V 35 use. 122 37 CFR Trw oatecoon 0 oanwraa » wtw 12 rrwwm (q wnpw. 
mctuqing gamonngt jwiftwng. fiuopvmne ^ '" " ~ ' ^ ' * cvcrr " T ' "* n ^" ^ ' ™ l * wm ^ H4m Arv " ezsmmtints 

on ma 9moi4« of pmo you mqmm » cpmp^sie a 
sua Trsaamam Oto. U.a pppoTmem &l Comrrwc©. 

address 3EW0 TO: Commissioner ?w Pstente, P.O. »oa 1459. Alcmarttfria, VA 2231 3-1 m 


PAO1 11/13 * RCVD AT 4/12/2005 2:56:26 Pftfi pastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1f3 * DNIS:8729306* CSID:3129021061 * DURATION (mm-ss):0444 


